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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

TUESDAY, MAY 15, 2007 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 

 S122460 MAURY (ROBERT MAURY) ON 
 H.C. 

 Extension of time granted to July 9, 2007, to file the informal response to the petition for writ of 
habeas corpus.  After that date, only one further extension totaling about 30 additional days is 
contemplated.  Extension is granted based upon Supervising Deputy Attorney General Brian R. 
Means's representation that he anticipates filing that document by August 9, 2007. 

 
 
 S152043 D048963 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 AGUILA, INC. v. S.C. (CITY OF 

   SAN FRANCISCO) 
 Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted Chris Lacy of the State of Texas on behalf of 

Petitioner Aguila, Inc. 
 
 
 S139073 A111923 First Appellate District, Div. 1 ELKINS (JEFFREY) v. S.C.  

   (ELKINS) 
 Order filed. 
 Oral argument in this case will be divided as follows:  Thirty minutes for petitioner Jeffrey Elkins, 

followed by 15 minutes for respondent Superior Court of Contra Costa County, followed by 15 
minutes for real party in interest Marilyn Elkins. 

 
 
 S151305 MONOS ON DISCIPLINE 
 Recommended discipline imposed. 
 It is ordered that MARGARET ELLEN MONOS, State Bar No. 146871, be suspended from the 

practice of law for five years and until she makes restitution to Caesar Gilbert Castro in the amount of 
$2,000 plus 10 percent interest per annum from June 15, 2005; and until she makes restitution to 
James Tinkey in the amount of $2,000 plus 10 percent interest per annum from December 13, 2005; 
and until she makes restitution to Andre Chico in the amount of $2,000 plus 10 percent interest per 
annum from July 15, 2004, (or to the Client Security Fund to the extent of any payment from the fund 
to Castro, Tinkey and Chico, plus interest and costs, in accordance with Business and Professions 
Code section 6140.5), and furnishes satisfactory proof thereof to the State Bar's Office of Probation.  
Any restitution to the Client Security Fund is enforceable as provided in Business and Professions 
Code section 6140.5, subdivision (c) and (d); and until she provides proof satisfactory to the State 
Bar Court of her rehabilitation, fitness to practice and present learning and ability in the general law 
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pursuant to standard 1.4(c)(ii), Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct; that 
execution of the suspension be stayed, and that she be actually suspended from the practice of law for 
two years and until she complies with the requirements of standard 1.4(c)(ii) and completes 
restitution as set forth above, and the State Bar Court grants a motion to terminate her actual 
suspension pursuant to rule 205 of the Rules of Procedure of the State Bar of California, as 
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its decision filed on November 
20, 2006, as amended by its order filed January 9, 2007.  Margaret Ellen Monos is also ordered to 
comply with the conditions of probation, if any, hereinafter imposed by the State Bar Court as a 
condition for termination of her actual suspension.  It is further ordered that Margaret Ellen Monos 
take and pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination during the period of her actual 
suspension.  (See Segretti v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn. 8.)  It is further ordered that 
respondent comply with rule 9.20 (former rule 955 was renumbered to 9.20 effective January 1, 
2007) of the California Rules of Court, and that she perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and 
(c) of that rule within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the effective date of this order.*  Costs are 
awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section 6086.10 and are 
enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7 and as a money 
judgment.  

 *(See Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).) 
 
 
 S151307 WOODS ON DISCIPLINE 
 Recommended discipline imposed. 
 It is ordered that GABRIELLE WOODS, State Bar No. 133481, be suspended from the practice of 

law for two years and until she has shown proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of her 
rehabilitation, fitness to practice and learning and ability in the general law pursuant to standard 
1.4(c)(ii), Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct, that execution of 
suspension be stayed, and that she be placed on probation for three years on condition that she be 
actually suspended for 60 days.  Respondent is also ordered to comply with the other conditions of 
probation recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving 
Stipulation filed December 6, 2006, as modified by its order filed January 23, 2007.  It is further 
ordered that she take and pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination within one 
year after the effective date of this order.  (See Segretti v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn. 8.)  
Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section 
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7 

 and as a money judgment. 
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 S151309 WOLFF ON DISCIPLINE 
 Recommended discipline imposed. 
 It is ordered that JULIE LYNN WOLFF, State Bar No. 142531, be suspended from the practice of 

law for three years, that execution of the suspension be stayed, and that she be placed on probation 
for three years on condition that she be actually suspended for 18 months and until she has shown 
proof satisfactory to the State Bar Court of her rehabilitation, fitness to practice and learning and 
ability in the general law in accordance with standard 1.4(c)(ii) of the Standards for Attorney 
Sanctions for Professional Misconduct.  Respondent is further ordered to comply with the other 
conditions of probation recommended by the Review Department of the State Bar Court in its 
opinion filed on December 21, 2006.  It is also ordered that respondent take and pass the Multistate 
Professional Responsibility Examination during the period of her actual suspension.  (See Segretti v. 
State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn.8.)  Respondent is further ordered to comply with rule 9.20 
(formerly rule 955) of the California Rules of Court and perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) 
and (c) of that rule within 30 days after the effective date of this order.*  Costs are awarded to the 
State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section 6086.10 and are enforceable 
both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7 and as a money judgment. 

 *(See Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6126, subd. (c).) 
 
 


